9 / 23/91 


Mr. Lewis E. Kinard 
?.0. Box 1047 
larnville, S.C. 39944 

Bear lir. iftinard. 


I appreciate your concern over ray health problems and I take time for a few indications. 
I had #y first venous thrombosis in 1975, a left femoral bypass in 1.00, followed by two 
emergency operations there, and aside from what in most people is minor syegery, ottaract 
removel, TU4 on the prostate and the removal of a eoupje of skin cancers I've also had 
open-heart surgery, three bypasses, and I'm 78. So you can see why I an 8% Intake time just 
for chitchfrt letters. 

With regard to thy person presqVf at JHC's autopsy. I'll not even check the list of 
those there for identification. If that person wants confidentiality, he or she is entitled 
to it. However, it should be torn in mind tk-t the asking of questions sometimes can dis- 
tort recollection, particularly after many year j, have passed, and if the questions are not 
absolutely correct then this danger is increased and the interviewee nay therefter Remem- 
ber" incorrectly. There are relevant instances. And only too often, particularly after 
reading the boons theorising "solutions," those who'Ke read thern^ lacking detailed factual 
knowledge, believe what is not the ^case is actually accurate when it isn't. 

This is reflected in your belief that Sibert and O'Ueili left earlier tlian they did. 

They remained throughout the entire autopsy, until the body was given to the undertakers. 

Who, I believg, did more than embalm the body. I'm pretty sure there was extensive recon- 
struction, plus some conestic efforts, and these added materially to tAe embalming time. 

There is nothing wrong or sinister in Kellerman's going for u lint Hill to be a witness 
to the wound location and it was, 1 tiling, the right thing to do. Hill was a member of the 
detail, and a witness. If you recall what I wrote about this, what Kellerman did, aside from 
being good pS*- police proceedure, made an important evidentiary and historical record. 


I do look forward to t getting a tftaiscript of the interview of the person present at 
the autopsy. Lay I suggest that the interviewer begin by asking this person first to say 
whatever cones to mind about it, without any questioning, and, assuming that the interview 
will be taped, as it should be, just restrict to encouraging undirected recollection. While 
this person is talking, notes of questions can be made, and after all the uninspired recol- 
lection is record^ then ask questions. 

There is a question I'd like asked, going back to the Sihert-O' Weill report and its 

Iference to alleged surgery of the- head: did Dr. Humes or anyone else ask the gallery if 
A 

there liad been surgery of the h ad. (.And by this I do not mean -..'here the skull was opened^. 
I believe there was another reason for the prosectors to wonder about this. 


Sincerely , 



^arold Ueisberg 
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